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FAILURE EVENT REPORT FOR INITIAL
CONNECTION SETUP FAILURE

CROSS REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

This application is a continuation-in-part of, and claims
priority under 35 U.S.C. §120 from nonprovisional U.S.
patent application Ser. No. 13/688,124, entitled “Failure
Event Report Extension for Inter-RAT Radio Link Failure,”
filed on Nov. 28, 2012, the subject matter of which is incor-
porated herein by reference.

U.S. patent application Ser. No. 13/688,124, in turn, is a
continuation-in-part of, and claims priority under 35 U.S.C.
§120 from nonprovisional U.S. patent application Ser. No.
13/435,234, entitled “Failure Event Report Correlation for
Distributed RAN Self-Organization,” filed on Mar. 30, 2012,
the subject matter of which is incorporated herein by refer-
ence.

Application Ser. No. 13/435,234, in turn, claims priority
under 35 U.S.C. §119 from U.S. Provisional Application No.
61/470,042, entitled “Failure Event Report Correlation for
Distributed RAN Self-Organization,” filed on Mar. 31, 2011,
the subject matter of which is incorporated herein by refer-
ence.

TECHNICAL FIELD

The disclosed embodiments relate generally to failure
event reporting, and, more particularly, to failure event report
for initial connection setup failure.

BACKGROUND

Self-organization is the process where a structure or pattern
appears in a system without a central authority or external
element imposing it through planning. The vision of self-
organization networks (SON), which is in line with the views
of 3GPP (3" Generation Partnership Project), is that future
radio access network needs to be easier to plan, configure,
manage, optimize, and heal compared to how it used to be.
SON has been codified by the 3GPP Release 8 specifications
in a series of standards. Newly added base stations should be
self-configured in line with a ‘plug-and-play’ paradigm,
while all operational base stations will regularly self-opti-
mize parameters and algorithms behavior in response to
observed network performance and radio conditions. Further-
more, self-healing mechanism can be triggered to tempo-
rarily compensate for a detected equipment outage, while
awaiting a more permanent solution.

In 3GPP networks, Mobility Optimization including MRO
(Mobility Robustness Optimization) is a reactive self-optimi-
zation function executing in eNodeB that is assumed to opti-
mize handover (HO) parameters. For example, eNodeB needs
to optimize UE measurement configuration and HO algo-
rithm behavior to find acceptable or as low as possible HO
problem rate, as well as to find a balanced ping-pong rate or
HOrate. In atoo late HO problem, a connection failure occurs
in the source cell before the handover was initiated or during
a handover. The UE attempts to re-establish the radio link
connection in the target cell (if handover was initiated) or in a
cell that is not the source cell (if handover was not initiated).
Inatoo early HO problem, a connection failure occurs shortly
after a successtul handover from a source cell to a target cell
or during a handover. The UE attempts to re-establish the
radio link connection in the source cell. In a wrong cell HO
problem, a connection failure occurs shortly after a successful
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handover from a source cell to a target cell or during a han-
dover. The UE attempts to re-establish the radio link connec-
tion in a cell other than the source cell and the target cell.

After a failure, e.g., a radio link failure (RLF) or handover
failure (HOF), if UE can find another suitable cell of the same
RAT, then UE will attempt radio resource control (RRC)
re-establishment. According to existing Rel-9 procedures,
after a successful re-establishment attempt, the network can
use X2 RLF indication procedure to notify the eNB of the
previous UE serving cell, and this eNB may do accounting
based on this indication for mobility optimization. In Rel-10,
the UE may do RLF report also after RRC establishment, e.g.,
after RRC re-establishment fails, possibly due to non-prepa-
ration, and when the subsequent NAS recovery succeeds.

However, there is no way for the network to correlate the
subsequent RLF report with the UE context in the previous
serving cell. Thus, if 3GPP goes ahead as proposed, then
undoubtedly there will be double bookkeeping. First, statis-
tics will be updated based on RRC re-establishment attempts
(where RRC re-establishment fails), and statistics will again
be updated based on UE RLF report. The Rel-9 and the
suggested Rel-10 methods are not fully compatible with each
other. Such double bookkeeping will make failure statistics
unreliable, and may cause incorrect MRO actions.

Together with the contents in the RLF report, the network
known information about the UE at the time of failure is
essential in determining what should be the corrective actions
for certain failures. For some failures, the most suitable cor-
rective actions may be non-MRO actions, such as reconfigu-
ration of interference coordination scheme or changes to
power control etc. Because the UE context in the previous
serving cell (e.g., its Cell Radio Network Temporary 1D
(C-RNTD)) is already known to the network, a solution is
sought to always be able to correlate the network-known
information with the RLF report to avoid double bookkeeping
and to improve MRO decision for SON.

Another potential problem is that RLF reports may be
delivered to a base-station very late, e.g. a day after the failure
happened. Normally a base-station will not keep the UE con-
text and keep the CRNTI of a UE non-reserved for a very long
time, and normally a base-station has limited memory for
such storage.

SUMMARY

A method of failure event report correlation is proposed.
The method supports correlation of network known informa-
tion and a failure event report in cases when UE establishes a
fresh RRC connection, e.g. after Idle mode or after being
connected in another Radio Access Technology, and also
takes into account that base stations have limited storage for
old UE contexts.

A UE detects a failure event in a first cell served by a first
base station, and the UE is assigned with a previous C-RNTI.
The failure event may include a radio link failure, a handover
failure, or a RACH failure. If the UE goes to Idle, e.g. due to
a failed RRC re-establishment or the UE goes to another RAT
and comes back, the UE then performs an RRC establishment
procedure with a second base station, and the UE is assigned
with a new C-RNTIL. In some cases, the second and the first
base stations could be the same. After the RRC establishment,
the UE transmits a failure event report along with the corre-
lation information to the second base station. The second base
station then forwards the failure event report and the previous
C-RNTI or other correlation information to the first base
station. The first base station can correlate the failure event
report with the previous failure event indication and with UE
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information stored in the base-station based on the previous
C-RNTI or other correlation information to avoid double
bookkeeping and improve MRO decision for SON.

In a first embodiment, the UE receives the correlation
information from the second base station during an RRC
re-establishment procedure, where the UE provides its previ-
ous C-RNTI. The correlation information can uniquely iden-
tify the UE. For example, the correlation information is con-
tained in a new information element (IE) provided by the
second base station in an RRC re-establishment reject mes-
sage. The UE just echoes the correlation information back to
the second base station later on, along with the failure event
report. This is a very low overhead and simple method.

In a second embodiment, which is one specific example of
the first embodiment, the UE receives and deduces the corre-
lation information from a random access channel (RACH)
procedure with the second base station during the RRC re-
establishment procedure. The correlation information is
based on the RACH resource used for the RRC re-establish-
ment procedure. For example, the correlation information
may include the RACH preamble and timing information
such as the system frame number (SFN) used for the RACH
transmission that was successful.

In another specific example, the UE receives the correla-
tion information from the first base station during the ongoing
RRC connection. The correlation information can uniquely
identify the UE or identify a class of UEs. The class of UEs
would typically be a group of UEs with similar handover and
handover measurement parameter settings or parameters that
affect how Handover signaling messages are transmitted. For
example, the correlation information is contained in a new
information element (IE) provided by the first base station in
an RRC message. The UE just echoes the correlation infor-
mation back to the second base station later on, along with the
failure event report. This is a very low overhead and simple
method.

In a third embodiment, the UE does not receive the corre-
lation information from the base station during the RRC
re-establishment procedure. When the UE transmits the fail-
ure event report, the UE also transmits an indication of the
existence of the previous RRC re-establishment attempt to the
second base station. For example, the indication may be a
Boolean variable of {RRC REEST ATTEMPT=TRUE}.
When the first base station receives such indication forwarded
by the second base station, it may still be able to correlate the
failure event report with the previous failure event.

In a fourth embodiment, the UE only provides the correla-
tion information if it is fresh. In one example, the UE deter-
mines the freshness of the correlation information based on a
timer, i.e., the time elapsed from the failure event to the failure
event reporting should not exceed a certain threshold. In
another example, the UE determines the freshness of the
correlation information based on the knowledge that the UE
has not dwelled on another RAT. If the correlation informa-
tion is not fresh and no longer useful, then it is discarded by
the UE. Instead, the UE may indicate the earlier RRC re-
establishment attempt via a Boolean variable along with the
failure event report.

A method of inter-RAT failure event report is also pro-
posed. A UE detects a failure event in a first cell served by a
first base station, and the first cell belongs to a first RAT. The
failure event may include a radio link failure or a handover
failure. The UE then performs an RRC establishment proce-
dure with a second cell served by a second base station, and
the second cell belongs to a second RAT. After the RRC
establishment, the UE transmits a failure event report to the
wireless network. In one embodiment, the failure event report
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comprises an identity, a carrier frequency and a radio access
technology of the cell where RRC establishment is per-
formed, and the information is reported to the first RAT. In
another embodiment, the failure event report comprises an
identity, a carrier frequency and a radio access technology of
the cell wherein the failure event was triggered, and the infor-
mation is reported to the second RAT.

The failure event can be associated with a mobility com-
mand including a handover command, a redirection, an
NACC, a CSFB, and enhanced CSFB, or an SRVCC, for the
UE to move to a target cell of another RAT. In one embodi-
ment, the mobility command is a handover command, and the
recorded information comprises whether the handover com-
mand is blind. In another embodiment, the recorded informa-
tion comprises a type of failure to be one of the target cell not
found, the target not suitable/not allowed, or access failed in
the target cell.

In another novel aspect, a UE reports to network a failure
event report that comprises information referring to an initial
connection setup failure. In one embodiment, the UE first
camps in RRC_IDLE mode in a cell served by a base station.
The UE considers the camped cell to be suitable. The UE then
detects a connection setup failure when performing a random
access channel (RACH) procedure with the base station in an
RRC connection attempt. The UE records a failure event
report when the RACH procedure fails. Later, the UE trans-
mits the failure event report to the network in RRC_CON-
NECTED mode. The failure event report comprises informa-
tion that refers to the earlier RRC connection attempt. The
failure event report also comprises available location infor-
mation or available mobility measurements at the time the
initial connection setup failure occurs.

Other embodiments and advantages are described in the
detailed description below. This summary does not purport to
define the invention. The invention is defined by the claims.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 illustrates a wireless communication network with
failure event report correlation in accordance with one novel
aspect.

FIG. 2 is a simplified block diagram of a user equipment in
accordance with one novel aspect.

FIG. 3 illustrates a first embodiment of reporting failure
event with correlation information.

FIG. 4 illustrates a second embodiment of reporting failure
event with correlation information.

FIG. 5 illustrates a third embodiment of reporting failure
event with correlation information.

FIG. 6 illustrates a fourth embodiment of reporting failure
event with correlation information.

FIG. 7 is a flow chart of a method of detecting and reporting
failure event by a user equipment in accordance with one
novel aspect.

FIG. 8 is a flow chart of a method of handling failure event
with correlation information by a base station in accordance
with one novel aspect.

FIG. 9 illustrates one embodiment of reporting inter-RAT
HOF due to too early handover command in a wireless com-
munication network.

FIG. 10 illustrates one embodiment of reporting inter-RAT
HOF due to too late handover command in a wireless com-
munication network.

FIG. 11 illustrates one embodiment of reporting inter-RAT
RLF to a source network in a wireless communication net-
work.
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FIG. 12 illustrates one embodiment of reporting inter-RAT
RLF to a target network in a wireless communication net-
work.

FIG. 13 illustrates one embodiment of reporting inter-RAT
HOF/RLF to the network where the failure event is triggered
in a wireless communication network.

FIG. 14 is a flow chart of sending IRAT RLF in a wireless
communication network in accordance with one novel aspect.

FIG. 15 is a flow chart of sending IRAT HOF in a wireless
communication network in accordance with one novel aspect.

FIG. 16 illustrates one embodiment of connection setup
failure reporting in a wireless communication network.

FIG. 17 illustrates one embodiment of a RACH procedure
and RACH failure reporting.

FIG. 18 is a flow chart of a method of connection setup
failure reporting in accordance with one novel aspect.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Reference will now be made in detail to some embodi-
ments of the invention, examples of which are illustrated in
the accompanying drawings.

FIG. 1 illustrates a wireless communication network 100
with failure event report and correlation in accordance with
one novel aspect. Wireless communication network 100 com-
prises a plurality of base stations (eNB 101, eNB 102, and
eNB 103) and a user equipment UE 104. UE 104 is originally
served by eNB 101 in cell 111 and is in RRC_CONNECTED
state. Later, UE 104 detects a radio link failure (RLF), and
records radio signal measurement information before the
RLF for later reporting (step 121). After detecting the failure
event, UE 104 stays in RCC_CONNECTED mode and per-
forms cell selection. Once a suitable cell is found, UE 104
attempts RRC re-establishment. For example, UE 104 selects
cell 112 and performs RRC re-establishment with eNB 102
(step 122). The RRC re-establishment procedure is a quick
and mostly-RAN-local procedure, and may work only if cell
112 is prepared, e.g., only if eNB 102 already has the UE
context information. For example, the RRC re-establishment
procedure will succeed if UE 104 tries to re-setup the con-
nection to the same eNB 101 where UE 104 was earlier
connected, or if eNB 102 has been previously prepared by
eNB 101 where UE 104 was previously connected (e.g., at
handover or re-establishment preparation). In many other
cases, however, there is little chance that the target cell has the
UE context information. The RRC re-establishment message
from the UE includes UE identification information such as
the Cell Radio Network Temporary ID (C-RNTI) of the UE
and the cell ID of the cell where the UE was previously
connected.

During the RRC re-establishment, eNB 102 forwards an
RLF indication along with UE identification information to
the previous serving eNB 101 via X2 interface. If the RRC
re-establishment fails, then UE 104 changes its state from
RRC_CONNECTED to RRC_IDLE and may perform cell
selection procedure. Once a suitable cell is found, UE 104
attempts RRC establishment. Usually, the same cell is
selected as the one where the UE attempted RRC re-estab-
lishment. In one embodiment, eNB 102 sends certain corre-
lation information {X} to UE 104 if the RRC re-establish-
ment fails. The correlation information {X} is any
information that can identify the UE as the UE that failed the
RRC re-establishment.

In one embodiment of FIG. 1, UE 104 selects cell 112 and
performs RRC establishment with eNB 102 (step 123). As
compared to the RRC re-establishment procedure, the RRC
establishment procedure involves the core network to greater
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extent, takes slightly longer time, but assumes no prior knowl-
edge of the UE in the RAN. RAN does not know whether the
UE was previously connected because no such information is
provided to the RAN. In fact, RAN has no ability to identify
the UE and the UE is given a new C-RNTT. This also applies
to the case when the RRC re-establishment has just failed and
NAS-recovery triggers the RRC connection setup.

During the RRC establishment procedure, UE 104 indi-
cates to eNB 102 that there is an RLF report available. Upon
receiving an information request from eNB 102, UE 104
sends the RLF report along with the correlation information
{X} to eNB 102. In one embodiment, based on the correlation
information {X}, eNB 102 is able to determine the previous
UE identity. In step 124, eNB 102 forwards the received RLF
report, together with the previous UE identity, to the previous
serving eNB 101 via X2 interface. This information enables
eNB 101 to identify the UE in connection with the earlier RLF
failure event, which was already indicated by eNB 102 to
eNB 101 during the RRC re-establishment via X2 interface.
Based on the provided information, eNB 101 can correlate the
X2 RLF report with the earlier X2 RLF indication, and with
previous UE context information that eNB 101 has stored.

In another embodiment of FIG. 1, UE 104 goes to another
radio access technology (RAT) (step 125). UE 104 may stay
there for significant amount of time before attempting RRC
establishment with eNB 103 (step 126). While UE 104 keeps
the RLF information for later reporting, it discards any cor-
relation information {X} because such information is no
longer fresh and useful, because it is assumed that eNB 101
has discarded the stored UE context at this time. As a result,
in step 127, eNB 103 simply forwards the RLF report to eNB
101 without UE identity information. Instead, UE 104 may
indicate to eNB 103 that a previous RCC re-establishment
procedure has failed, and eNB 103 forwards such indication
to eNB 101 along with the RLF report. Based on such indi-
cation, eNB 101 may still be able to correlate the X2 RLF
report with the earlier X2 RLF indication, or at least avoid
double bookkeeping for the failure event.

RRC re-establishment is an optimized procedure built on
the assumption that UE identifies itself in such a way that the
UE context of the UE can be identified. On the other hand,
RRC establishment, e.g., mobility with redirection, RAN
does not know if/where UE was previously connected. There-
fore, the strong benefit in providing a solution based on cor-
relation is that: a) it is both backwards compatible with other
solutions based on X2 RLF indication message and it is future
proof; and b) it enables the combination of network knowl-
edge and information reported by the UE in the failure event
report, to make good quality conclusions, and to reduce
requirement of the contents of the UE failure event report
because information already known in the network does not
need to be reported by the UE. The failure event is either radio
link failure, handover failure, or RACH failure. Scenario
would apply to all the cases because they may all be caused by
mobility problems, and they may generate first a RRC re-
establishment, then if failed a following RRC establishment
triggered by NAS.

FIG. 2 is a simplified block diagram of a user equipment
UE 201 in accordance with one novel aspect. UE 201 com-
prises memory 211, a processor 212, a transceiver 213
coupled to an antenna 214. UE 201 also comprise various
modules including a measurement module 215 that performs
radio signal measurements, a failure event management mod-
ule 216 that detects failure events and manages failure event
reporting, and an RRC connection management module 217
that performs cell (re)selection and RRC (re)establishment
procedures. The different modules are function modules that



US 9,167,447 B2

7

can be implemented by software, firmware, hardware, or any
combination thereof. The function modules, when executed
by the processor 212 (e.g., via executing program code 218),
allow UE 201 to perform various functions accordingly. A
base station may comprise similar structure including various
function modules to support related functionalities.

FIG. 3 illustrates a first embodiment of reporting failure
event with correlation information in a wireless communica-
tion network 300. Wireless communication network 300
comprises a first eNB 301, a second eNB 302, and a UE 303.
Initially, UE 303 is in RRC_CONNECTED mode, and com-
municates with its serving eNB 301 in a serving cell over an
established RRC connection (step 311). With the RRC con-
nection, eNB 301 stores UE context information, which is
associated with the identity of UE 303 with respect to the
RRC connection. For example, the UE identity information
may include the C-RNTI, the cell ID, and the message authen-
tication code (MAC-I) for the RRC connection. Later, UE 303
detects a failure event such as an RLF in step 321. UE 303
records radio signal measurement information related to the
RLF failure event for future reporting. The RLF report may
include radio signal measurements (e.g., RSRP/RSRQ mea-
surements) before the time of the RLF. UE 303 stays in
RRC_CONNECTED mode and performs cell selection.

In step 331, UE 303 starts to perform RRC re-establish-
ment with eNB 302 and sends an RRC re-establishment
request to eNB 302. The RRC re-establishment request con-
tains the UE identity information with respect to the earlier
RRC connection, such as the previous C-RNTI, the previous
cell ID, and the previous MAC-I. Upon receiving the RRC
re-establishment request, eNB 302 forwards an RLF indica-
tion to eNB 301 via X2 interface. The RLF indication con-
tains the earlier UE identity so that eNB 301 can identify the
corresponding UE. The RLF indication, however, does not
contain the actual RLF report because no secure RRC con-
nection has been established between UE 303 and eNB 302.

In the example of FIG. 3, the RRC re-establishment pro-
cedure fails because eNB 302 has not been prepared before
the re-establishment attempt. In step 333, eNB 302 sends an
RRC re-establishment reject message to UE 303. In one novel
aspect, the RRC re-establishment reject message also con-
tains correlation information {X}, which may be contained in
a new information element (IE). The correlation information
{X} is any information that can be used by eNB 302 later to
identify UE 303. Upon receiving the RRC re-establishment
reject message, UE 303 goes to RRC_IDLE mode in step 341.
NAS triggers RRC connection establishment immediately
thereafter. Typically, if UE 303 does not quickly go away, then
eNB 302 is still the target base station for UE 303.

In step 351, UE 303 performs RRC establishment proce-
dure with eNB 302. The RRC establishment procedure is a
heavy-weight procedure, during which the UE and the eNB
performs various levels of downlink (DL) and uplink (DL)
synchronization, negotiation and configuration, and finally
establish a new RRC connection. RAN/eNB 302 does not
know whether UE 303 was previously connected and failed
because no such information is provided to the RAN/eNB
302. UE 303 is also assigned with a new C-RNTI. Upon the
completion ofthe connection setup, in step 361, UE 303 sends
an RRC connection setup complete message to eNB 302. This
message also indicates to eNB 302 that UE 303 has an RLF
reportavailable. In step 362, eNB 302 sends a UE information
request message to UE 303. The request message requests UE
303 to send the available RLF report. In step 363, UE 303
sends an information response message back to eNB 302. The
response message contains the RLF report, along with the
correlation information {X}.
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Once eNB 302 received the RLF report and the correlation
information {X}, eNB 302 can identify UE 303 based on the
correlation information. More specifically, eNB 302 sends
the correlation information {X} to UE 303 in the RRC re-
establishment reject message (step 333), and now UE 303
simply echoes back the same correlation information {X}
(step 363). The correlation information {X} is uniquely asso-
ciated with the previous UE identity information, which is
received in the RRC re-establishment request message in step
331. As aresult, eNB 302 can identify UE 303 and obtain the
previous UE identity information. In step 364, eNB 302 for-
wards the received RLF report to the previous serving eNB
301. In addition, eNB 302 also sends the previous UE identity
information (e.g., previous C-RNTI, previous cell ID, and
MAC-I) of UE 303 to eNB 301 via X2 interface.

Based on the UE identity, eNB 301 is able to correlate the
received RLF report with the earlier RLF indication received
in step 332 for the same UE 303, and with previous UE
context stored in eNB 301, to avoid double bookkeeping. In
addition, eNB 301 is able to make better MRO decision based
on measurements contained in the RLF report. By using
correlation, UE 303 is not burdened to keep track of and log
the identity information or to add the UE identity information
into the RLF report, because such information is already
known in the network. Normally it is desirable to keep the
UEs as simple as possible, and put as much complexity as
possible in the network. The correlation information {X} is
any information that can be used to identify a UE, or can be
part of the UE identity information itself.

FIG. 4 illustrates a second embodiment of reporting failure
event with correlation information in a wireless communica-
tion network 400. Wireless communication network 400
comprises a first eNB 401, a second eNB 402, and a UE 403.
FIG. 4 is similar to FIG. 3, where UE 403 was initially
connected to eNB 401 (step 411), but is later connected to
eNB 402 after detecting a failure event (step 421). In the
example of FIG. 4, however, a specific example of correlation
information is illustrated. In step 431, UE 403 performs a
random access channel (RACH) procedure with eNB 402
over certain RACH resource such as a certain RACH pre-
amble code over a RACH opportunity with a certain system
frame number (SFN) for RACH transmission. After success-
ful RACH attempt, UE 403 sends a RRC re-establishment
request to eNB 402 in step 432. The RRC re-establishment
request includes the UE identity of UE 403 with respect to its
previous connection with eNB 401. In step 433, eNB 402
forwards an RLF indication to eNB 401 via X2 interface. The
RLF indication also contains the UE identity information so
that eNB 401 can identify the corresponding UE.

Because eNB 402 has not been prepared, the RRC re-
establishment procedure fails. In step 434, eNB 402 sends an
RRC re-establishment reject message to UE 403. Step 441
through step 462 of FIG. 4 is again similar to step 341 through
step 362 of FIG. 3. In step 463, UE 403 sends an information
response message back to eNB 402. The response message
contains the RLF report, along with the correlation informa-
tion {RACH resource} of the successful RACH attempt.
Because the RACH resource is typically uniquely associated
with UE 403, eNB 402 will be able to identify UE 403 with
such correlation information. Once eNB 402 received the
RLF report and the correlation information {RACH
resource}, it can identify the previous UE identity of UE 403
based on the correlation information. In step 464, eNB 401
receives the RLF report, as well as the previous UE identity of
UE 403 (e.g., previous C-RNTI, previous cell ID, and MAC-
1). Based on the UE identity, eNB 401 is able to determine that
the received RLF report is related to the earlier RLF indica-
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tion received in step 432 for the same UE 403 to avoid double
bookkeeping. In addition, eNB 401 is able to make better
MRO decision based on the detailed measurements contained
in the RLF report.

In one specific example, UE 403 receives correlation infor-
mation from the first base station eNB 401 during the ongoing
RRC connection. The correlation information can uniquely
identify the UE or identify a class of UEs that uses the same
or similar parameters. For example, UE 403 receives the
correlation information that is contained in a new information
element (IE) provided by eNB 401 in an RRC message. UE
403 sends the correlation information to eNB 402 later on
together with the failure event report, which is forwarded to
eNB 401 along with the failure event report.

In another specific example, the second base station and the
first base station could be the same. For example, the UE is
first connected to a first cell served by the first base station,
and then performs RRC connection setup with a second cell
or event the same cell served by the same base station.

FIG. 5 illustrates a third embodiment of reporting failure
event with correlation information in a wireless communica-
tion network 500. Wireless communication network 500
comprises a first eNB 501, a second eNB 502, and a UE 503.
FIG. 5 is similar to FIG. 3, where UE 503 was initially
connected to eNB 501 (step 511), but is later connected to
eNB 502 after detecting a failure event (step 521). In the
example of FIG. 5, however, eNB 502 does not provide any
correlation information to UE 503 when RRC re-establish-
ment fails (step 533). The other difference is in step 563. In
step 563, UE 503 sends an information response message
back to eNB 502. The response message contains the RLF
report. The response message, however, does not any UE
identity information. Instead, the response message includes
an indication of the existence of the previous RRC re-estab-
lishment attempt. For example, the response message may
contain a Boolean variable of {RRC REEST
ATTEMPT=TRUE}. In step 564, eNB 501 receives the RLF
report as well as the Boolean variable forwarded by eNB 502.
Although eNB 501 does not know the exact UE identity
associated with the RLF report, based on the Boolean vari-
able, eNB 501 is still likely to be able to “guess” that the RLF
report is related to a previous failure event indicated in step
532.

This is a simple way for UE to indicate that there may be
case of double bookkeeping. The UE simply remembers and
indicates that it performed a RRC re-establishment attempt
following upon the failure event for which there is failure
event information to report. Furthermore, UE only makes
such indication if there was assurance that the RRC re-estab-
lishment request message was received by the RAN (e.g., step
531). The assurance can be an RLC acknowledgement
(ACK), a MAC/HARQ ACK, or an RRC response message
received such as an RRC re-establishment reject message
(e.g., step 532). This is because the RRC re-establishment
may fail for other reasons such as a bad radio connection, and
the request message never has been properly delivered to the
RAN. In such cases, no X2 RLF indication message is gen-
erated, and there is no risk that an RLF report delivered later
would cause double bookkeeping. Thus by taking into
account transmission failures, failure event statistics is more
precise to reduce the number of bad MRO decisions.

FIG. 6 illustrates a fourth embodiment of reporting failure
event with correlation information in a wireless communica-
tion network 600. Wireless communication network 500
comprises a first eNB 601, a second eNB 602, a third eNB
603, and a UE 604. FIG. 6 is similar to FIG. 3, where UE 604
was initially connected to eNB 601 (step 611), but later
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detects a failure event (step 621) and attempts an RRC re-
establishment procedure with eNB 602 (step 631). UE 604
also receives correlation information {X} when RRC re-
establishment fails (step 633). In the example of FIG. 6,
however, UE 604 does not attempt RRC establishment with
eNB 602 immediately. Instead, UE 604 goes to RRC_IDLE
mode, and then stays there for a while or goes to another RAT.
While the RLF report may be kept by the UE for a long time
(e.g., for up to 48 hours), the correlation information for the
purpose of identifying UE and determining UE context is
only useful if it is fresh, e.g., based on a timer or based on the
knowledge that UE has not dwelled on another RAT.

In the example of FIG. 6, UE 604 goes to another RAT.
Therefore, UE 604 discards correlation information {X}
because it is no longer fresh. Step 651 through step 662 of
FIG. 6 is again similar to step 351 through step 362 of FIG. 3,
with the only difference that UE 604 performs RRC estab-
lishment with a different eNB 603 in another RAT. In step
663, UE 604 sends an information response message back to
eNB 603. The response message contains the RLF report, but
no longer contains the already discarded correlation informa-
tion {X}. Instead, similar to the third embodiment illustrated
in FIG. 5, the response message contains an indication of the
existence of the previous RRC re-establishment attempt. For
example, the response message may contain a Boolean vari-
able of {RRC REEST ATTEMPT=TRUE}. In step 664, eNB
601 receives the RLF report as well as the Boolean variable
forwarded by eNB 603. Although eNB 601 does not know the
exact UE identity associated with the RLF report, based on
the Boolean variable, eNB 601 is likely to be able to “guess”
that the RLF report is related to a previous failure event
indicated in step 632.

The benefit of providing correlation information only if
fresh is two-fold. First, overhead can be reduced because the
UE avoid providing the correlation information when not
needed, i.e., when RAN has lost the UE context and correla-
tion is no longer useful. Second, possible miss-correlation
can be avoided, e.g., a new UE could have been allocated the
C-RNTI used by another UE previously, and its context
should not be correlated with a certain failure event report.
Alternatively, the correlation information is provided only in
the RRC connection immediately following a failed RRC
re-establishment, i.e., the RRC connection that is result of
NAS-recovery triggered RRC establishment. Such principle
is extremely simple to implement, e.g., no timer is needed,
and UE does not need to remember anything about another
RAT.

FIG. 7 is a flow chart of a method of detecting and reporting
failure event by a user equipment in accordance with one
novel aspect. In step 701, the UE detects a failure event in a
first cell served by a first base station. The failure event may
include a radio link failure, a handover failure, or a RACH
failure. In step 702, the UE performs an RRC establishment
procedure in a second cell, which may be served by a second
base station. In step 703, the UE transmits a failure event
report to the second base station after RRC establishment.
The UE also transmits correlation information of the failure
event along with the failure event report, and the correlation
information enables the base station to identify the UE with
regard to the failure event.

FIG. 8 is a flow chart of a method of handling failure event
with correlation information by a base station in accordance
with one novel aspect. In step 801, the base station receives an
RRC re-establishment request from a UE. The request indi-
cates a failure event of the UE having a first C-RNTI served by
an original base station. In step 802, the base station transmits
an RRC re-establishment response to the UE. In step 803, the
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base station performs RRC establishment procedure with the
UE and assigns the UE a second C-RNTI. In step 804, the
base station receives a failure event report as well as the
correlation information from the UE. The correlation infor-
mation refers to an earlier RRC re-establishment attempt
associated with the failure event.

As illustrated above, correlation information for RLF
report is provided by UE to the network only if it is fresh. For
inter-RAT (IRAT) cases, it may not make sense at all to try to
correlate UE context and RLF report. Inter-vendor signaling
needs to be tested and it is likely that network will not support
all cases of inter-RAT interaction. Thus for inter-RAT cases
and possibly for inter-frequency cases, where there may also
be a multi-vendor RAN situation, a more general approach
may be to introduce all information that is needed for non-
ambiguous conclusions into the RLF report itself than relying
on network correlation. Therefore, the concept of providing
correlation information can be easily extended and applied in
inter-RAT or inter-frequency cases—That is, instead of pro-
viding correlation information, the UE provides full informa-
tion about the relevant RN'TT and the cell identification infor-
mation together with the RLF report to the network.
Additional details of such inter-RAT RLF report are now
described below.

RLF report is used to optimize handover parameters and to
detect coverage problems. In general, RLF report is used in
LTE allowing UE to report information to the network about
a connection failure event, such as a radio link failure or a
handover failure. The reported information includes available
geographical location information and available mobility
measurement results. However, the current LTE RLF report
only applies for intra-RAT cases. In many networks of today,
inter-RAT mobility performance is very poor and is not easily
detected because of limited OAM interaction between sys-
tems of different radio access technologies.

It is an object of the current invention to address the short-
comings of prior art by adding sufficient information to the
RLF report to make it applicable and usable for inter-RAT
cases. Based on RLF report, corrective actions and adjust-
ments can be adopted by the network to mitigate the failures.
By providing more reliable information in the RLF report
than a network solution could provide, inter-RAT mobility
performance can be improved.

In one embodiment, information configured in the UE
regulating and limiting measurement opportunities for IRAT
is included in the RLF report. The UE configuration informa-
tion being in effect when the failure event occurs. This way it
would be possible to deduce the expected UE mobility per-
formance and thus know how to classify the failure event, in
order to determine the severity of the problems. More spe-
cifically, it is proposed that information about measurement
gap configuration, indication of which RATs or number of
RATSs the UE measures on, and indication of which carrier
frequencies or number of carrier frequencies the UE mea-
sures on, is included in the RLF report.

One important scenario of inter-RAT mobility failure is
when UE is commanded by the network to change RAT and
the UE {fails to connect to the target RAT. This is referred to as
inter-RAT or IRAT handover failure (HOF), although the
intention is that also other kinds of network ordered mobility
would be included, e.g., redirection, cell change, with or
without network assistance (where the network may add
information that helps the UE to connect quicker to the target
cell). Due to system interoperability complexity, IRAT
mobility is often supported using only simple mechanisms.
For example, the current LTE RLF report does not support
reporting information related to IRAT handover failure.
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In one novel aspect, UE that is connected to a radio access
node (e.g., a serving base station) being configured by the
network to move its connection from one radio access tech-
nology to another radio access technology, or to an access
using another Duplexing mode than the serving cell, and the
move of connection fails, the UE stores logged information
that is related to the failure, and the logged information can
later be retrieved by the network. Here, it is assumed that a
common trigger for detection of such failure is a timer tim-
eout, and the timer is started when the UE receives the net-
work command to move the connection from one RAT to
another RAT. It is also assumed that the UE may need to do
network checking towards multiple PLMN IDs in order to
determine if it is allowed to report the recorded failure event.

FIG. 9 illustrates one embodiment of reporting inter-RAT
HOF to the network due to too early handover command in a
wireless communication network 900. Wireless communica-
tion network 900 comprises a UE 901, a first RAT1 902 (e.g.,
the source network), and a second RAT2 903 (e.g., the target
network). In step 911, UE 901 is connected to the source
network RAT1. In step 912, UE 901 records and reports
mobility measurement results to RAT1. In step 913, UE 901
receives a handover command from the source network RAT1
to connect to the target network RAT2. However, this HO
command is sent too early. In step 914, UE 901 attempts to
connect to the target network RAT2. However, the handover
attempt fails due to too early HO command. UE 901 then
records information related to the failure. In step 915, UE 901
connects back to the source network RAT1. UE 901 then
reports the recorded IRAT HOF information to the source
network RAT1.

As illustrated in FIG. 9, when a UE cannot connect to a
target cell or a target RAT, the expected behavior is that the
UE will try to go back to the source cell where the UE receives
the handover command (e.g., UE 901 connects back to the
source network RAT1). It is assumed that corrective action to
improve IRAT mobility performance is most likely to be
taken in the source cell, considering that configuration param-
eters for determining when to or if to perform IRAT handover
would reside there. Furthermore, it is assumed that networks
of different RATs have different OAM systems that may not
be well connected. It seems a good idea to allow Radio access
networks and Core networks of different RATs to have as
little interaction as possible to reduce interoperability prob-
lems. Therefore, the IRAT HOF information is reported to the
source network, the source RAT, or the source cell.

For IRAT mobility, the mobility measurements in step 912
have a particular meaning in detecting “blind” handovers
(i.e., mobility that is commanded by the network without UE
providing a measurement report with measurement results of
the target cell as a trigger for the handover). The corrective
action for failed blind handovers could be that UEs will be
configured to do measurements before handover. The usage
of blind handovers is particularly widespread in IRAT sce-
narios where handover decision is based on service require-
ments. However, sometimes UE would be configured to do
measurements, e.g., event-based measurements to trigger
handover, but the UE would still be handover to other RAT
blindly based on service trigger for handover. In such cases,
while the handover is still regarded as blind, it may not be
possible to deduce the blind handover by looking at the mea-
surements report in the RLF report. Thus, it is proposed that
the UE shall be able to report whether a handover is blind, i.e.,
if there was a measurement report for the target cell reported
to the network before the mobility command. In one example,
the recorded IRAF HOF information comprises explicit indi-
cation of whether a handover is blind.
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FIG. 10 illustrates one embodiment of reporting inter-RAT
HOF to the network due to too late handover command in a
wireless communication network 1000. Wireless communi-
cation network 1000 comprises a UE 1001, a first RAT1 1002
(e.g., the source network), and a second RAT2 1003 (e.g., the
target network). In step 1011, UE 1001 is connected to the
source network RAT1. In step 1012, UE 1001 records and
reports mobility measurement results to RAT1. In step 1013,
UE 1001 receives a handover command from the source
network RAT1 to connect to the target network RAT2. How-
ever, this HO command is sent too late. Before receiving the
HO command, UE 1001 encounters a radio link failure in
RAT1. UE 1001 then records information related to the fail-
ure. In step 1014, UE 1001 attempts to connect to the target
network RAT?2 and is successfully connected to RAT2. In step
1015, UE 1001 connects back to the source network RAT1
and reports IRAT HOF information to the source network
RAT1.

IRAT mobility is often done for service reasons and some
types of mobility may be more likely to fail than other types,
e.g., due to latency to connect to the target cell. Thus, the
corrective action to fix problems may be to determine a better
performing type of mobility. Thus, it is proposed that the
IRAT HOF information to be recorded and reported in step
1015 includes the type of and reason for the purpose of
mobility: handover, redirection, NACC (Network Assisted
Cell Change), CSFB (Circuit-switched Fallback), Enhanced
CSFB, and SRVCC (Single Radio Voice Call Continuity), etc.

Furthermore, the corrective action may sometimes be done
by the target cell. In order to know if corrective action by the
target cell may be possible (e.g., provide more RACH
resource to address high access load blocking), more infor-
mation about the failure reason needs to be known. It is
proposed that the IRAT HOF information to be recorded and
reported in step 1015 includes the type of failure: target cell
not found, target cell not suitable or not allowed, and access
attempted by the UE but failed in the target cell.

In addition to IRAT handover failure, a very likely connec-
tion failure scenario is UE encounters a connection failure
when the UE connects to one cell (e.g., radio link failure), and
the UE then connects to another RAT after the failure. This is
referred to as inter-RAT RLF or IRAT RLF. For such failure,
the current LTE RLF report may sometimes provide informa-
tion, for example, the UE includes available mobility mea-
surement results. [favailable mobility measurement results at
RLF indicates that there is no intra-frequency neighbor but an
IRAT neighbor is suitable, then it could be assumed that
handover to the IRAT neighbor may have prevented the fail-
ure.

However, a problem is that UE may not report in the RLF
report measurements for an IRAT neighbor. One reason could
be that the UE does not have a configuration for IRAT mobil-
ity measurements (not provided, e.g., for battery saving rea-
sons). Another reason could be that the Stop-measure thresh-
old in the serving cell is set too aggressively, allowing the UE
to not do IRAT measurements in the source cell. In one novel
aspect, for UE being connected to a radio access node (e.g., a
serving base station) detects a radio link failure, UE subse-
quently doing a connection establishment to another radio
access technology or to an access using another Duplexing
mode than the previous serving cell, the UE stores logged
information that is related to the RLF and the another RAT or
the access. The logged information can later be retrieved by
the network.

FIG. 11 illustrates one embodiment of reporting inter-RAT
RLF to the source network in a wireless communication
network 1100. Wireless communication network 1100 com-
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prises a UE 1101, a first RAT1 1102 (e.g., the source net-
work), and a second RAT2 1103 (e.g., the target network). In
step 1111, UE 1101 is connected to the source network RAT1.
In step 1112, UE 1101 detects that the radio link to the source
network fails. UE 1101 thus records information relevant to
this failure. In step 1113, UE selects a target cell and connects
to the target network RAT?2 by performing an RRC establish-
ment procedure. UE 1101 records information related to
RAT2 and the selected target cell where the UE connects. For
example, the recorded information includes the selected tar-
get cell ID that comprises the PCI (PSC+frequency) of RAT2.
In step 1114, UE 1101 leaves RAT2, e.g., due to radio cover-
age or due to service no longer needed. In step 1115, UE 1101
returns to RAT1 and goes to connected mode, e.g., due to
radio coverage or due to service needed. In step 1116, UE
1101 reports IRAT RLF to the source network RAT1. The
IRAT RLF report includes the recorded information about the
radio link failure event, and about the UE 1101 connecting to
the target RAT2 and/or the selected target cell after the failure.
This information is needed to identify a potential neighboring
cell of a different RAT that may be unknown to the original
serving eNB.

As illustrated in FIG. 11, to support that networks of dif-
ferent RAT's are not well connected, in OAM domain and in
PLMN, and to support that corrective actions are taken in the
cell where the failure occurred, UE 1101 is able to report the
recorded IRAT RLF information to the source network/RAT/
cell, i.e., where the failure happened. More specifically, UE
1101 records the identity, the carrier frequency, and the RAT
ofthe selected cell where UE 1101 does the connection estab-
lishment, alternatively a global cell identity from which the
carrier frequency and RAT could be deduced. Knowing the
RAT, the carrier frequency, and the identity of the target cell,
the network could ensure that there is an inter-RAT measure-
ment configuration to enable IRAT mobility. Knowing the
identity of the (re)connection cell would make it possible for
the network to address RLF by triggering handover to the
identified cell earlier.

It is also assumed that the UE could record the time from
the radio link failure trigger until connection attempt for
which the connection setup is successful (e.g., when UE has
selected the target cell to connect). In cases when UE cannot
do measurements before the failure happens (e.g., when UE
has not IRAT measurement configuration), then it could be
assumed that the (re)connection cell is a good handover can-
didate if the time from failure to connection is short.

FIG. 12 illustrates one embodiment of reporting inter-RAT
RLF to the target network in a wireless communication net-
work 1200. Wireless communication network 1200 com-
prises a UE 1201, a first RAT1 1202 (e.g., the source net-
work), and a second RAT2 1203 (e.g., the target network). In
step 1211, UE 1201 is connected to the source network RAT1.
In step 1212, UE 1201 detects that the radio link to the source
network fails. UE 1201 thus records information relevant to
this failure. In step 1213, UE 1201 selects a target cell and
connects to the target network RAT2 by performing an RRC
establishment procedure. Instep 1214, UE 1201 reports IRAT
RLF to the target network RAT2. The IRAT RLF report
includes recorded information about the radio link failure
event. To support a more sophisticated networks of different
RATs that are well connected, which may be likely in the
future, UE 1201 reports the recorded information to the target
network/RAT/cell, i.e., where the UE connects after a failure
has happened.

Regardless of where the UE makes the IRAT RLF report to
the source RAT or to the target RAT, it is assumed that the cell
where the failure happened need to be the primary place for
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corrective actions. It is proposed that the UE records the
identity, the carrier frequency and the RAT of the cell where
the radio link failure was triggered, or a global identity from
which the RAT and frequency could be deduced. The
recorded information is included in the RLF report and then
transmitted to the source/target RAT. Such information would
make it much easier to identify the cell where corrective
action may be done.

Regardless of where the UE makes report to the source
RAT or to the target RAT, in order to support correlation of
failure with the exact UE configuration used in the source cell
where the failure happened, to support more sophisticated
corrective actions, it is proposed that UE also records the
following information: RNTI value that was used for the UE
in the source cell (e.g., was unique at least in the source cell or
in the source RAN), and time information that makes it pos-
sible to deduce when the provided RNTI value was used by
the UE (e.g., the elapsed time from the occurrence of the
failure to the reporting of the failure).

In the example of FIG. 11 and FIG. 12, the radio link failure
occurs in the source network and is likely to be caused by too
late handover. Likewise, radio link failure can occur in the
target network and is likely to be cause by too early handover.

FIG. 13 illustrates one embodiment of reporting inter-RAT
HOF/RLF to the network where the failure event is triggered
in a wireless communication network 1300. Wireless com-
munication network 1300 comprises a UE 1301, a first RAT1
1302 (e.g., the source network), and a second RAT2 1303
(e.g., the target network). In step 1311, UE 1301 is connected
to a source cell in the source network RAT1. In step 1312, UE
1301 receives a handover command from the source network
RAT1 to connect to the target network RAT2. However, this
HO command is sent too early. In step 1313, UE 1301
attempts to connect to the target network RAT2. However, the
handover attempt fails due to too early HO command. Alter-
natively, UE 1301 may successfully connect to RAT2 ini-
tially, but shortly after, it encounters radio link failure. UE
1301 then records information related to the HOF/RLF. In
step 1314, UE 1301 selects a target cell in RAT1 and connects
to RAT1. Because HOF is triggered in RAT1, UE 1301 may
report the IRAT HOF to RATT.

In the example of FIG. 13, in step 1315, when UE 1301 is
connected back to RAT2 where the RLF is triggered, UE 1301
reports IRAT RLF to RAT2. The IRAT RLF report may
include both the selected cell ID and the previous cell ID. The
selected ID includes the PCI of the target cell in RAT1 where
UE 1301 attempts to connect after the RLF in RAT2 (e.g., in
step 1314). This is needed in order to distinguish this scenario
from the scenario where UE 1301 connects to another cell
after the failure. The previous cell ID includes the PCI of the
source cell in RAT1 where UE 1301 was previously served
before the handover (e.g., in step 1311). This is needed to
enable sending a notification from RAT2 to RAT1.

FIG. 14 is a flow chart of sending IRAT RLF in a wireless
communication network in accordance with one novel aspect.
In step 1401, a UE detects a failure event in a first cell served
by a first base station, and the first cell belongs to a first RAT.
In step 1402, the UE performs an RRC establishment proce-
dure with a selected second cell served by a second base
station, and the second cell belongs to a second RAT. In step
1403, the UE transmits a failure event report to the wireless
communication network. The failure event report comprises
logged information related to the failure event. In one
embodiment, the failure event report comprises an identity, a
carrier frequency and a radio access technology of the cell
where RRC establishment is performed, and the information
is reported to the first RAT. In another embodiment, the fail-
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ure event report comprises an identity, a carrier frequency and
aradio access technology of the cell wherein the failure event
was triggered, and the information is reported to the second
RAT.

FIG. 15 is a flow chart of sending IRAT HOF in a wireless
communication network in accordance with one novel aspect.
In step 1501, a UE establishes a radio connection in a first cell
belonging to a first RAT. In step 1502, the UE receives a
mobility command to move the radio connection from the
first RAT to a target cell belonging to a second RAT. The
mobility command is one of a handover command, a redirec-
tion, an NACC, a CSFB, and enhanced CSFB, or an SRVCC.
In step 1503, the UE detects a failure event associated with the
mobility command and records information related to the
failure event. In step 1504, the UE reports the recorded inter-
RAT failure event information to the network (e.g., where the
failure event occurred or triggered). In one embodiment, the
mobility command is a handover command, and the recorded
information comprises whether the handover command is
blind. In another embodiment, the recorded information com-
prises a type of failure to be one of the target cell not found,
the target not suitable/not allowed, or access failed in the
target cell.

As discussed above in the parent application, RLF report is
used in LTE allowing UE to report information to the network
about a connection failure event, such as a radio link failure
(RLF), a handover failure (HOF), or a connection setup fail-
ure such as a random access channel (RACH) failure. In
general, RLF report is used to optimize handover parameters
and to detect coverage problems. A missing piece of the
current LTE failure event reporting is that it does not support
connection setup failure. Without information on connection
setup failure, itis unknown ifa coverage hole is serious or not.
It is thus important for the network to have knowledge on
initial connection setup failure. Failure to setup an initial
RRC connection, however, is only known by UE and often
cannot be detected by the network. In cases where failure can
be assumed by the network, the network still has insufficient
information to identify the location and other relevant infor-
mation of the connection setup failure.

It is therefore an objective of the current invention to over-
come the shortcoming of prior art by UE providing sufficient
information to the network when connection setup failure
occurs. It is proposed that UE provides detailed information
of'the failure with associated location information and mobil-
ity measurements in a failure event report when connection
setup failure occurs. Based on such failure event report, cor-
rective actions and adjustments can be adopted by the net-
work to mitigate the failure.

FIG. 16 illustrates one embodiment of connection setup
failure reporting in a wireless communication network 1600.
Wireless communication network 1600 comprises a UE 1601
and a radio access network 1602. In step 1611, UE 1601 is
camped in RRC_IDLE mode on a first cell. UE 1601 consid-
ers the camped cell to be suitable. In step 1612, UE 1601
attempts to connect to the network in the first cell. Such
attempt may be triggered by alocal application running on the
UE or by paging from the network. The connection setup
attempt typically involves a RACH procedure. The RACH
procedure, however, is unsuccessful after multiple attempts.
In step 1613, UE 1601 records information relate to the
RACH failure. After a while, in step 1614, UE 1601 goes to
RRC_CONNECTED mode successfully. For example, based
on another later local application trigger, UE 1601 connects to
the network after successful initial connection setup and RRC
connection setup in another second cell. In step 1615, UE
1601 transmits a failure event report to the network. The
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failure event report contains detail information about the ear-
lier failure event, i.e., the recorded information about the
initial connection setup failure (e.g., the RACH failure). Note
that for initial connection setup failure, the failure event
report may not include previous cell ID or previous C-RNTI
because the UE was not connected to the network at that time.
However, the UE may still record the cell ID where the failure
occurs, and may keep the C-RNTI of the previous connected
cell, e.g., the cell before the RACH failure.

It is proposed that, in the failure event report, the UE
reports at time of the failure event, at least one of available
location and available mobility measurements. Location
information is needed for possible RF or overall cell coverage
corrective actions, and mobility measurements are needed to
enable mobility corrective actions (e.g., cell reselection). Fur-
thermore, mobility measurements can be used to deduce
rough location information in case the UE does not have
accurate location information when the failure event occurs.
When RACH is attempted during the connection setup, then
the UE reports detail information about the RACH failure.

FIG. 17 illustrates one embodiment of a RACH procedure
and RACH failure reporting. In step 1711, UE 1701 starts the
RACH procedure by transmitting a RACH preamble to net-
work 1702. In one scenario, RACH collision may happen if
multiple UEs transmit RACH preambles on the same RACH
resource simultaneously. As a result, the RACH preamble is
not decodable and UE 1701 does not receive a RACH
response from the network. In another scenario, even if the
RACH preamble is successfully decoded, the network may
not able to grant uplink resource due to insufficient band-
width. As a result, UE 1701 still does not receive a RACH
response from the network. Under both scenarios, UE 1701
would attempt RACH again in step 1712 by re-transmitting
the RACH preamble after a timeout and a backoff mecha-
nism. If the RACH preamble is successfully decoded and
there is sufficient bandwidth, then in step 1713, UE 1701
receives a RACH response with uplink resource allocation. In
step 1714, UE 1701 transmits an initial RRC message (e.g.,
message 3) for requesting an RRC connection. If collision
happens, then in step 1715, UE 1701 would re-transmit the
request to the network. Ifthe request is successtul, then in step
1716, UE 1701 receives contention resolution (e.g., message
4) from the network. Finally, in step 1717, UE 1701 transmits
RRC data to establish an RRC connection with the network.

Due to various reasons, the RACH procedure may fail after
multiple retransmissions of RACH preamble and/or RACH
request. If the initial connection setup eventually fails, then in
step 1718, UE 1701 records detailed information of the fail-
ure event into a failure event report. The failure event report
contains the following information: whether the UE detected
RACH contention or not, whether the UE was allocated a
dedicated RACH resource, whether the UE received backoff
information in RACH response, whether the UE receives any
response at all, and whether the UE reached maximum power
during the RACH attempts.

The recorded information can help the network to identify
problems associated with the failure and to adopt corrective
actions accordingly. For example, RACH contention is
unlikely to happen if the UE is allocated a dedicated RACH
resource, and RACH contention may happen if other UEs are
allocated with the same RACH resource (e.g., same RACH
preamble or RACH resource). On the other hand, backoff
indication is a sign of high load. It is thus important to under-
stand if the failure might have been due to overload, as the
corrective action for overload would be very different from
the corrective action for lack of coverage. Further, informa-
tion about whether the UE detects any RACH response can
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help to determine whether the RACH {failure happens at the
first contention resolution phase or at the second request
negotiation phase. Such information is also interesting as it
may indicate other kinds of problems in the network, such as
base station malfunction if no UE ever receives any RACH
response. Based on the information, the corrective action at
base station malfunction would be different to other load,
RRM, or RF related actions.

It is further proposed that UE records and reports if the
session setup/call attempt is mobile originated (MO) or
mobile terminated (MT). Knowing if a setup attempt is MO or
MT is interesting as the network can deduce whether the
problem is uplink-related or not. At MT calls, obviously, UE
could be paged but the UL attempt to respond to paging does
not work.

FIG. 18 is a flow chart of a method of connection setup
failure reporting in accordance with one novel aspect. In step
1801, a UE camps in RRC_IDLE mode in a cell served by a
base station. The UE considers the camped cell to be suitable.
In step 1802, the UE detects a connection setup failure when
performing a random access channel (RACH) procedure with
the base station in an RRC connection attempt. The UE
records a failure event report when the RACH procedure fails.
In step 1803, the UE transmits the failure event report to the
wireless communication network in RRC_CONNECTED
mode. The failure event report comprises information refers
to the earlier RRC connection attempt. For example, the
information indicates whether the UE detected RACH con-
tention, or whether the UE reached maximum power during
the RACH attempts. The failure event report also comprises
available location information or available mobility measure-
ments at the time the initial connection setup failure occurs.

Although the present invention has been described in con-
nection with certain specific embodiments for instructional
purposes, the present invention is not limited thereto. Accord-
ingly, various modifications, adaptations, and combinations
of various features of the described embodiments can be
practiced without departing from the scope of the invention as
set forth in the claims.

What is claimed is:
1. A method, comprising:
camping in radio resource control (RRC)_IDLE mode by a
user equipment (UE) on a cell served by a base station in
a wireless communication network;

detecting an RRC connection setup failure when perform-
ing a random access channel (RACH) procedure in
RRC_IDLE mode with the base station in an RRC con-
nection attempt, wherein the UE records a RACH failure
event report when the RACH procedure fails; and

transmitting the RACH failure event report to the wireless
communication network in RRC _CONNECTED
mode, wherein the failure event report comprises infor-
mation refers to the RACH procedure failure in the ear-
lier RRC connection attempt, wherein the RACH failure
event report indicates a reason for the RACH procedure
failure, and wherein the reason comprises whether the
UE receives any RACH response from the base station.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein the failure event report
comprises available location information when the RACH
failure occurs.

3. The method of claim 1, wherein the failure event report
comprises available mobility measurements when the RACH
failure occurs.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein the failure event report
indicates whether the UE detects RACH contention resolu-
tion failure or not.
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5. The method of claim 1, wherein the failure event report
indicates whether the UE reaches a maximum power during
the RACH procedure.

6. The method of claim 1, wherein the failure event report
indicates whether the UE is allocated with a dedicated RACH
resource.

7. The method of claim 1, wherein the failure event report
indicates whether the RRC connection setup procedure is
triggered by mobile originated (MO) or mobile terminated
(MT) call setup.

8. A user equipment (UE), comprising:

a radio resource control (RRC) connection management
module that camps the UE on a cell in RRC_IDLE mode
in a wireless communication network;

a failure event management module that detects a random
access channel (RACH) failure when the UE performs a
RACH procedure in RRC_IDLE mode with a base sta-
tion in an RRC connection attempt, wherein the failure
event management module also records a RACH failure
event report; and

a transmitter that transmits the failure event report to the
wireless communication network in RRC_CON-
NECTED mode after the UE establishes an RRC con-
nection, wherein the RACH failure event report com-
prises information that refers to the RACH procedure
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failure in the earlier RRC connection attempt, wherein
the RACH failure event report indicates a reason for the
RACH procedure failure, and wherein the reason com-
prises whether the UE receives any RACH response
from the base station.

9. The UE of claim 8, wherein the failure event report
comprises available location information when the RACH
failure occurs.

10. The UE of claim 8, wherein the failure event report
comprises available mobility measurements when the RACH
failure occurs.

11. The UE of claim 8, wherein the failure event report
indicates whether the UE detects RACH contention resolu-
tion failure or not.

12. The UE of claim 8, wherein the failure event report
indicates whether the UE reaches a maximum power during
the RACH procedure.

13. The UE of claim 8, wherein the failure event report
indicates whether the UE is allocated with a dedicated RACH
resource.

14. The UE of claim 8, wherein the failure event report
indicates whether the RRC connection setup procedure is
triggered by mobile originated (MO) or mobile terminated
(MT) call setup.



